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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant and his Representative began by presenting a computer 
demonstration of their invention. Applicant then reviewed claims 25 and 42 in light of the rejections. Applicant 
stressed that the configured products were not orderable. The Examiner noted that the claim language was directed to 
being available for purchase via the software. It was agreed that language regarding the configured products not being 
offered for sale would distinguish over the cited prior art. Applicant's representative argued that the cited prior art 
further did not disclose tracking the elapsed time as in claims 27 and 44. The differentiation between elapsed time and 
statistical data including hovering time was discussed. Applicant noted that tracking the elapsed time in surveys may 
be common in the field. Applicant's representative further argued that the prior art did not track the changes the users 
made during configuration as in claims 28 and 45. It was agreed that the cited prior art did not disclose tracking such 
data. Applicant's representative indicated that an amendment after final would be forthcoming including the agreed 
upon language that the configured product not be offered for. sale. 



